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the Act is tu put rainerai lanid, andi bIingii oII jljt fcooii.n
of farming- lands and bulig-unot tot give tg ine#
lands any furtiter beniefit, such as to exempt ail struetue
and aplacsthereon in the nature of building., from
being taxable in any wise. Probably thie trouble and appar-
ent difliculty bas a.risen from toc, literally regarding the o
tîin whel it speaks of " the lands in thl igiburt f,-,
agricultural purposes" as if it meant to exelude the buiI4-
ings. But the terni "landi" as used, in tiic statute p>er se
includes buildings; only they are to lie kept sep)arate in mazk-
ing up the values. And it ils only« in titis newý Act thiat
buildinrgs are to be kept separate from iantsl the ana1yl\>i
of asesnn:sec. 22 (13, 14). In thet carller Acta w&
no buchi d1istinction. We rie not fali lak oni cases to
flnd ont whiat is ineant by "buildîigs." The iIIterpretigb
clause sfleand under its terni.s ail thie dristan4s

piejerkers,, triangles, and other odd-souig coutri,.
mneray readily beý groipedl.

1 se no> grounid to \ntrfr il thecnlu.o o h

Ttcasssrgv vdue titai It- vallutd il l ilte bil4d
ii or inprtene to t1e prolorty atila rate oýf $5

nîi thait oli ail footinig wb1utht'r. of agr_,ieu ltilrail or t

I an ot ocrn' ýitb) vluesq wilh flic litîle U
min I, or the( less> or ilore, It is t'ogîIf tht't IihIIlIngs itit

It is ad ,nitcd, oevr tllat thr 1-l' l> e(rieal errr in

biis liuigby whichIl re - i> ;xn >e a- f ,and
11111il th ;Ialuatio ](11;1 tIlo r ra iin %%arc Ilou bidIn f rýr

to te afrw vteJde h muto sesnu
shouqld Ili rodueewd h\ thlis $2,00 t iin (tot epcst

foio failIfs.1l


